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Ex.Doc.
{ No.22.

SENATE.

53D CONGRESS,}

1st Session.

m THE

SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES.

LETTER
FROM

THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR,
TRANSMITTING,

In response to Senate resolution of September 16, a statement of United
States land offices abolished or consolidated.

@CTOBER

3, 1893.-0rdered to be printed.

DEP.A.RTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,

Washington, September .23, 1893.
Sm: In compliance with the resolution of the United States Senate
dated September 16, 1893, "That the Secretary of the Interior be instructed to inform the Senate whether any of the United States land
offices have been abolished or consolidated, and if so, which of them;
upon whose recommendation and upon what showing of necessity or
advisability; the number of acres of public lands subject to settlement
under existing law in each of the land districts existing prior to such
abolition or consolidation, and to transmit to the Senate copies of all
correspondence or other papers bearing upon the subject," there is inclosed her~with a report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, dated the 20th instant, in which I concur.
Respectfully,

Ho:rrn

The PRESIDENT OF

THE UNITED ST.A.TES SEN.A.TE.

SMITH,

Secretary.

DEP.A.RTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
G ENER.A.L L.A.ND OFFICE,

Washington, D. C., September .20, 1893.

Sm: I have received by your reference for report and return, a resolution of the United States Senate, dated September 16, 1893, calling
upon the Secretary of the Interior to inform the Senate whether any
United States land offices have been abolished or consolidated, and if
so, which of them; upon whose recommendation and upon what showing
of necessity or advisability; the number of acres of public lands subject to
settlement under existing law in each of the land districts existing
prior to such abolition or consolidation, and to transmit to the Senate
copies of all correspondence or other papers bearing on the subject.

2

LAND OFFICES ABO LI ~JIED OR CONSOLIDATED.

In r ply I have the honor to tate that the act makin~· appropriation_ for undry i~'il expen es of the Government for the fiscal year
end_11w June 30, 1894 (Vol. 27, U. S. Stat., p. 591), contains the followrng:
Salaries and cornrnissions of 1·egisters and receivers: For salaries and commissions
of re<risG01:s of fand offices and receivers of public moneys at di~trict land offices, at
notexc edrng three tho11sanil dollars each, five hundred and twenty-five thousand
dollar . And it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to consolida,t e
the district ]and offices so as to brin~ their total compensation for the fiscal year
eighteen hundred and ninety-four witnin this appropriation.

Under this mandatory _provision of the act as recited, and to comply with the requirement of tbe law, it devolved upon the General
Land Office, under the direction of the Hon. Secretary of the Interior,
to prepare a list of such land offices as it was believed might be consolidated with the least injury to the public concerned so that the purpose required 1Jy the act might be accomplished, and a list of the offices
which it was propo~ed to consolidate was prepared (see Exhibit A),
and duly submitted to the Secretary with the accompanying letter of
transmittal (Exhibit B).
No recommendations to t.his office were made at the time this list was
prepared, and under the urgent necessity imposed for immediate action
in the matter no time was afforded to obtain such recommendations
from any source, and the list was prepared from the available data on
hand in this office.
Upon the list I have caused to be added tbe number of acres subject to entry in each of the districts.
The action of the Department on the subject is indicated in the le~r
to the President (Exhibit 0), and his indorsement and approval 1s
shown thereon.
Since tbe matter bas become public a number of remonstrances have
been filed against the consolidation of certain of the offices, and copies
of the communications received, numbered from 1 to 42, are herewith
transmitted.
If it should be the pleasure of Congress to repeal or defer action in
the matter, it will be indispensable that a supplemental appropriation
· be made for the salaries, foes, and commissior1s of the local lan(l officers,
and also for the incidental expenses of the offices, and estimates therefor have been submitted to the Appropriation Committee :
Amount appropriated for salaries, etc., in the last fiscal year ___ .. _._ ..••..
For the current year ........ _. _.. _... ____ . ____ . ___________ . _____ . ____ ____
Amount appropriated for incidental expenses of the local offices in the last
fiscal year .....................•.....• _______ . _... _____ . _____________ . .
For the current year ....•....•••..••...•• _. _••. __ .. _•••..• ___ •• ____ .. ___ .

$550,000
520,000
175, 000
150, 000

A1;1d the amounts available are wholly inadequate for the purposes
specified.
A further deficiency for the actual needs of the offices is occasioned
by the extraordinary expenses attendant upon the opening of the lands
!n the Cherokee Outlet t? settlement under the act of Congress providrng therefor, and for which no money whatever was appropriated .
. U?der the cir<:.umstance~ as abo_ve recited, the necessity for discontmurng land offices wa unperative, and while some hardship may
re ult therefrom, this office was powerless in the matter, and could
~:mly carry out the_ expre ~ed will of Congress according to its best
Judgment and the mformat10n available at the time.
Ver re pectfully,
S. W. LAMOREUX,
Oommissioner.
The SECRET.ARY OF THE INTERIOR.
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LAND OFFICES ABOLISHED' OR CONSOLIDATED. ·
EXHIBIT

A.

Statement of total receipts and expenses at the following named offices during the
fiscal year ending Jime so, 1893, and, the estimated decreat:e of compensation per annum to be paid registers and receive'rs b'I./ the consolidation incl-iccited.

Offices.

Salaries
and comT otal re- missions
No.
paid regentries ceipts.
isters and
receivers.

Independence, Cal. ___
Visalia, Cal. __________

181
1,088

$9,257.71
61,499.57

$1,958.36
6,000.00

Central City, Col. ___ •
Denver, Col. .•••••••••

397
1,484

14,072.87
42,941.85

3, 463.09
6,000.00

Gunnison, Col. .••••••
Montrose, Col._ ••••••

313
356

13,210.50
7,665.15

3,317.05
3,365.46

Hugo,CoL ••••••••••••
Lamar, Col. •••••.••••

516
394

13,729.64
16,066.81

5,224.00
3,648.52

Sterling, Col. _________
Akron, Col. •.••..•••••

1,276
1,153

21,782.08
30,451.02

6,000.00
6,000.00

Clerk
hire,
rent,
etc.

Total expenses
exclu-sive of
depositing.

Estimated saving Acres of land

by consol- undispo1ed of

idation.

$223. 71 $2. 182. 07
2,143.78 8. 143. 78 } $1, 958. 3ol

*12. 570, 000
*822, 988

3,730.55 } 3,-463. 09 {
8,283.15

2,020,656
3,578,672

2, 3'34, 200
t3, 786,554

7,958, 36
267. 46
2,283. l:>

9,463.09
359. 03
581. 20

3,676.08
3,946.66

fI

735. 66
166. 88

5,959.66
3,815.40

}2,872. 52{

1,149,952. 46
2,279,080

1,495.57
1,198.93

7,495.57
7,198.93

~6,000.00{

1, 169,132.31
tl, 338,160

135.02
1,264.80

2,852.23
2,546.24

~ 1,000,00 {

§1, 5:r7

916.50
2,722.44

5, 114.36
None.
8, 7t 2.44 } 4,197.86 {
60,760

682. 51

}

6,682.51

8,872.52

12,000.00

s alina, Kans ________ _ .

I r:.dian lands, Kans __
T opeka, Kans ________

7,293.68
4,651.10 } 2,717.21
414.55
1,281.44

300
14
46

206.45

3,998.65

-- -

K irwin, Kans ________
0 berlin, Kans ________

632
2,028

18,336.25
49,676.76

l ndian lands, Kans __
L arned, Kans ___ _____
I ndian lands, Kans __
G arden City, Kans ___

26
556
21
1, 6G4

21,016.30
15,360.17 } 4,775.44, 1,626.57
11,322.05
26,440.50 } 6,000.00 3,057.81

4,197.86
6,000.00

l _0, 197. 86

---

6,402.01
9,057.81

}. , . . l

10,735
432,872.01

10,775.44

T aylors Falls, Minn __
s t. Cloud, Minn ______

154
1,032

3,030.30
30,363.96

1,991.60
6,000.00

123. 22
1,959.22

2,114.82
7,959.22 } 1,991.60

I

94,254
583,816

7,991.60

I ndianlands, Nebr ___
G rand Island, Nebr __
In dian lands, Nebr ___
L incoln, Nebr···-····

----

·-·-57i"
47

263. 36
16,918.12 } 3,666.40
6,950.54
621.88 } 1,416.68

702. 85

4,369.25

1. 50

1,418.18

180.00
1,829.80

2,825.89

}•,~ooj

20,097.20

None.

5,083.08

Bloomington, Nebr __
McCook, Nebr ________

305
1,414

i,895. 30
44,401.85

2,645.89
6,000.00

!

} 2,645.89

I None.

219.040

8,645.89

I ndian lands, Nebr ___
N eligh, Nebr _________
I ndian lands, Nebr ___
0 'Neill, Nebr _________

20
379
29
992

34,446.70
6,387.26
568. 70
18,027.64

3, 5'6."
5,751.16

240.60

3,806.08

1,418.94

7,170.10

l l
3, "··,.

9,316.64

•No reportfor 1893. Amount taken from Commissioner's report for 181l2.

t Includes part of battlement Mesa Forest reserve.

i Increase due to expirel decl:1,ratory statement,
§ No report for 1893.

Taken from report of 1892.

etc.

630,260

235,000
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LAND OFFICES ABOLISHED OR CONSOLIDATED.

Statern,e,nt of total receipts and expenses at the following 1; amed, offices during the
fiscal year ending June so, 1899-Continued.
Salaries
and comNo. Total re- missions
entries ceipts. paid registers and
receivers.

Offices.

Chadron, Nebr .••••••
Alliance, Nebr ••••••.

1,115

31,692.50

680 24,247.28

Clerk
hire,
rent,
etc.

Total expenses
exclusive of
de&ositg.

Estima.ted saving Acres of land
byconsol- undisposed oL
idation.

952. 50 6,952.50
743.70 6,688.28 }t,lkf.68{

6,000.00
4,844.58

94!,680
*1, g19, 503.

1,

10,844.58

Eureka, Nev .••••••••
Carson City, Nev•••••

170
637

2,890.30
1,263.00

1,865.20
3,962.84

127 4,416.52
2,164 58,261.62

1,568.61
6,000.00

424.08
1.54

2,289.28
3, 1164.38 } 1, 000.00{

20, <Y74, 519. 61
22,009,051

433.52
1,490.12

2,002.13
7,490.12 } 1,568.61 {

7,161,317
3,5~,100

854.86
1,957.94

4,198.49
7,957.94

5,828. 04

Minot, N. Dak .•••••••
Devils Lake, N. Dak.

7,568.61

Y11,nkton, S. Dak.•••.
Mitchell, s. Dak ••••••

499
944

16,333.43
28,637.28

3,343.63
6,000. 00

Menasha, Wis •••••••.
Wausau, Wis •••••••••

100
448

2,063.69
19,189.54

1,337.85
3,130.68

Lander, Wyo .••••••••
Evanston, Wyo •••••.

174
252

6,453.26
14,475.53

1,793, 70
2.547.24

}a,84s.63{

None.

9,875

9,343.63

58,SM

1,521.81
3,337.00 }1,000.00{

174,(QQ

~0.60 2,074.80
345. 70 2,892.94 }1,000.00{

10, 13!,005
H, 662,400

183. 96
206. 32

4,468.53

4,340.94

46,660.73

* J!lxclu.sive of land covered by declaratory statement;.

EXHIBIT

B.

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
.G ENERAL LAND OFFICE,

Washington, D. 0., August 10, 1899.

The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR:
$IR: In the sundry civil appropriation act for the fiscal year ending June 30
.1894, pamphlet statutes, second session Fifty-second Congress, p age 591, under
the title "Expenses of the collection of revenue from sales of public lands,"
appears the following:
"Salaries and commissions of registers and receivers: For salaries and commissions of registers of land o.ffiees and r eceivers of public moneys at district
lando.ffice.s at not exceeding three thousand dollars each, five hundred and twenty
thousand dollars ($520,000). And it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the In·
terior to consolidate the district land offices so as to bring their total compensation for the fiscal year eighteen hundred and ninety four within this appropriation."
I havt, given careful consideration to this statutory requirement, with a view
to carry into effect the consolid~tion indicated.
The appropriation for the fiscal year ending- June 30, 1893, was $550,000, and it
is estima~d that there will be a deficiency of $10,000, m aking an aggregate of
$560,000 for the salaries of the loca l officers in the current fiscal year.
There is no present indication that the amount of business transacted will decrease to any extent in the current year, and consequently a number of offices
must be discontinued and con olidated with others to bring the expenses within
the limit of the appropriation a nd to effect a saving of not less than $40,000.
The consolidation will, in most in tances, result in considerable h ardship and,
6xpense to the settlers who desire to visit the local olfices to make and perfect

LAND OFFICES ABOLISHED OR CONSOLIDATED.
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their entries and attend to other business by the increased distances they must
travel.
.
.
t .
th 1 t
A eonsideration of all the interests concerned, with a view o impose ~ eas
hardship , has resulted in the following list of offices which may be consolidated
according to the terms of the act:
California: Independence with Visalia.
Colorado: Central City with Denver; Gunnison with Montrose; Hugo with La
mar; Sterling with Akron.
·
Kansas: Salina with Topeka; Kirwin with Oberlin, and relocate office for consolidated district at Colby; Larned with Garden City, and relocate the officMor
the consolidated district a t Dodge City.
Minnesota: Taylors Falls with St. Cloud.
.
Nebraska: Grand Island with Lincoln; Neligh with O'Neill; Chadron with
Alliance; Bloomington with McCook.
Nevada: Eureka with Carson City.
South Dakota: Yankton with Mitchell.
Wisconsin: Menasha with Wausau.
Wyoming: Lander with Buffalo.
I transmit herewith a tabular statement showing the number of entries at
each of the offices named; the salaries , fees, and commissions earned and paid
to the officers, and the gross cash receipts at each office ; also the amounts now
allowed for clerical help, rent, and other incidentals.
It is proper to state here that in the consolidated offices the services of a
clerk or additional clerks will be essential for the transaction of business, and
the amount saved in salaries will be, to some extent, counterbalanced by an
increaeed incidental expenditure.
The appropriation for incidental expenses of local offices, including rent,
clerk-hire, furniture, binding, repairs, postage on registered letters, etc., is far
below the actual necessary requirements of the service, and a.s a result the busi•
ness is not t ransacted with facility, and much work remains in arrears, occasion•
ing serious detriment to the public interests.
Very respectfully,

S. W. LAMOREUX,

Commissioner.

Approved:
HOKE SMITH,

Secreta;ry.

-

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOlt,
GENERAL LAND 0FFIOE 1

Washirigton, D. 0., .Auguat 15, 189,.
Srn: Referring to my letter to you of the 10th instant, copy herewith, submitting a statement of the requirements of the act of Congress approved March 3,
1893, and for the consolidation of certain land districts to comply with the terms
of said act, and to your approval of my suggestions in the premises, I have now
the honor to request that the matter be laid before the President with a view to
obtaining his order, as required by section 2252 of the Revised Statutes, for the
discontinuance of the following-named land districts and the transfer of their
business and archives to the offices indicated, also for the relocation of the local land offices for the Kirwin-Oberlin district at Colby, and the Larned-Garden
City district at Dodge City, in the State of Kansas.
California: Discontinue Independence land district and consolidate with Vi1alia.
Colorado: Discontinue Central City land district and consolidate with Denver.
Discontinue Gunnison land district and consolidate with Montrose. Discontinue
Hugo land district and consolidate with Lamar. Discontinue Sterling land district and consolidate with Akron.
Kansas: Discontinue S alina land district and consolidate with Topeka. Discontinue Kirwin land district and consolidate with Oberlin, and locate office for
consolidated district at Colby. Discontinue Larned land district and consolidate
with Garden City, and locate the office for the consolidated district at Dodge
City.
Minnesota: Discontinue Taylors Falls land district and consolidate with St
Cloud.
Nebr:·ska: Discontinue Grand T.sland land district and consolidate with Lin•
coln. Discontinue Neligh land district and consolidate with O'Neill. Discon•
S.Ex, 1-16
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tinue Chadron land district and consolidate with Alliance. Discontinue Bloom•
ington land district and consolidat e with McCook.
Nevada : Discontinu3 Eureka land district ~~nd consolid '."te with Carson City.
South Dakota: Discontinue Yankton land district and consolidate with
Mitchell.
Wisconsin: Discontinue Menasha land district and consolidate with Wausau.
Wyoming: Discontinue Lander land district and consolidate with Buffalo.
The same to be carried into effect as soon as practicable.
Very respectfully,
S. W. LAMOREUX,

The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR.

Commissioner.

ExfilBITO.
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
Washington, August 24, 1899.

The PRESIDENT:
I transmit herewith a communication from the Commissioner of the General
L 3,nd Office, d 3,ted the 15th instant, recommending the discontinmrnce of the
followino- nam ed land offices and the removal of their business and archives to
other la;d offices as indicated, under the provisions of section2252RevisedStatutes of the United States.
California: Discontinue Independence land district and consolidate with Visalia,
Colorado: Discontinue Central City land district and consolidate with De_nver. Discontinue Gunnison land district and consolidate with Montrose. Discontinue Hugo land district rmd consolidate with Lamar. Discontinue Sterling land district and consolidate with Akron.
.
KansRs: Discontinue Salina land district and consolidate with Topeka. Discontinue Kfrwin land district and consolidate with Oberlin. Discontinue Larned
land district and consolidat e with Garden City.
Minnesota: Discontinue Taylors Falls land district and consolidate with St.
CloL1d.
Nebraska: Discontinue Grand Island land district and consolidate with Lincoln. Discontinue Neligh Islnnd land district and consolidate with O'Neill.
Discontinue Chadron bnd dis '. rict and consolida te with Alliance. Discontinue
Blooming ton land district and consolidate with McCook.
Nevada: Discontinue Eurek L Lmd district and consolidate with Carson City.
South Dakota,: Discontinue Yankton land district and consolidate with Mitchell.
Wisconsin: Discontinue Menasha land district and consolidate with Wausau.
Wyoming: Discontinue Lander land district and consolidate with Buffalo.
Also, for the location of the office of the consolidated Kirwin-Oberlin land district at Colby, and the locJ,tion of the office of the consolida t ed Larned-Garden
City land district at Dodge City, in the State of Kansas, under• the provisions
of section 2251, Revised St::itutes.
I concur in said recommendation, a nd if the same mee ts with your approval,
your signature is respectfully requested to the order indorsed hereon.
Very respectfully, your obedient servant,
HOKE SMITH,

Secreta'T"!J,

EXHIBIT C.
EXECUTIVE MANSION, September 11, 1893.
Let the land districts, as named within, b ..., discontinued and their business

and archives be t:-nnsfe rred to a nd con~olidated with the offices as indicated.
Also let the land oi}ice for the consolid Lt ed Kirwin-Ob rlin land district be located at Colby, ,,nd the 1.•nd office for the co nsolidated Larned-G:.trden City land
district be locat d at Dod_g-e City, all in the Stata of KansJ.s . as l'eco rnmended by
the ..'ecretary of the Iuterior.
GROVER CLEVELAND,

LAND OFFICES ABOLISHED OR CONSOLIDATED.
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1.
FRESNO, CAL., July St, 1893.
Sm: At the request of a large nu~ber of citizens and b1;1sin_ess me_n residing

within the bounds of the Visalia and Stockton, Cal., land districts , I mclose and
send herewith editorial clippings from the two leading Fresno newsp3.pers ~dvocating a consolidation of the two dis tri~ts named, and the subsequent locat1o_n
of the land office at Fresno. The estabhshment of the land office at F resno 1s
suggested from the published statement that a consolidation of these two offices
will be made as a ID"Ltter of economy to the Government.
Assuming that this change will t ~tke place, it is then very truthfully argued
that the location of the consolidated office at Fresno would prove a great conve·nience to the people of the proI?osed consolidated districts. ~he reasons a ppear good and sufficient. Fresno 1s the most centrally located 01ty or town, and
by reason of superior railroad facili ties is most convenient of access.
I have been requested to c:tll this matter to the attention of the Interior Dep a,rtment, probably from the fact that I am an applicant for appointment to the
position of receiver of the Visalia office.
Following are the notices referred to:
"By an act of the last Congress, the Secretary of the Interior is instructed to
decrease the number of United StJ.tes land offices by consolidating some of
them. Under this law the Secretary will probably drop out one or two of the
land offices in California. The prob1,bilities are the Stockton and Visalia districts will be consolidated into one, the LoR Angeles and San Bernar dino districts into another, and so on. In case of the consolidation of the Visalia a nd
Stockton' districts, Fresno would be the natural central point at which the land
office should be located, and it is in order for those who are looking out for F r esno's interests to bestir themselver to secure it. Hon. Hoke Smith will visit
California, it is stated, this fall, and st::itistics and information showing the
advisability and feasibility of consolidating the districts should be prep-1,l'ed a nd
placed before him for consideration. In fact it would be well to ::i.t once put t he
subject in motion, for the earlier it is brought to his attention the sooner it will
be considered and acted on. The territory of the Stockton and Visalia distr icts
is so located that Fresno can be more easily reached than any other town in it,
and therefore it will be a convenience to parties having business with the land
office to have it locatBd here. The repeal of the pre emption laws h as g reatly
decreased the business of the land offices, and it is to reduce the expense that
the com olidation of the offices has been ordered. (Fresno E xpositor. )
"The United States land offices of central California a re to be consolidatl3d
as a matter of economy, and as a matter of convenience to the people the new
office should be located in Fresno. Fresno will be the most central point in the
new district and the most easily accessible on account of its railro:id connections.
People here who have the ear of the Administration should see to it that the
office is located where it of right should be. (Fresno Republican.)"
Very respectfully,
JNO. M. McCLURE.
HON. HOKE SMITH,

Secretary of the Interior.
2.

DENVER, COLO., August 10, 1899.
SIR: I notice from the press dispatches that the question of the consolidation
of the land offices in this State h as been taken up for consid eration, and in connection therewith I desire to call your attention to the fact that in regard to the
territory embraced in the old Denver land district, out of which the Ste rling
the Akron, and the Hugo land districts were carved, all the roads run from east
to west and lead to Denver. There are no roads running north and south and
all _mail_ matter from the Sterlin~ district to 4,kron would p ass t hrough De~ver.
T_h1s _bemg the case, the sugg·es_t10n to consohda.te the S terling with t he Ak r on
d1str1ct can not be deemed advisable, for A kron would be more inconvenient to
th~ residen~s of the Sterling_ la~d district than if the Sterlingldistrict were consoh?,ated with the D~nver d1str1ct. The same remark will apply to the consolidation of the Hugo land district with the Pueblo district , for it would be more
convenient for all living along the line of the K ansas P ncifi c road to go to Denver_ than t1J go to Pueblo , and communications by mail would reach theit destination much sooner.
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It _must als_o b~ remembere~ that Denver is n?t only the capital of. the State,
but 1s the prmc1pal commercial center , there berng no towns of any significance
e ast of Den ver, and persons leaving home for the purpose of visiting the land
office would m uch prefer going to the capital city than to some small country
town at the same or even a lar ger expense. It will be apparent, therefore, that
all the terr itory of the State which is north and east of Denver and is tl'aversed
by r ailr oads r adiating from Den ver, should be included in the Denver land district, for special facilities are afford ed by the r ailroads for communication with
the capital city and m ail m a tter r eaches that point much ec1,rlier than the outlying little towns. Ther e can certainly be no valid reasons urged why the coi;i.solida,tion which is herein recommended should not be carried out, unless the
districts are maintained solely for the purpose of providing official positions, for,
as I h a ve stated in a former communication, there is no occasion which requires
the personal attendance of any a pplicant for public land at the local office, as
this business can be transacted at the county seat of the county in which the
land is located. If, however, a person desires to visit the land office, he would
much prefer going by r ail to the principal city of the State to driving a long distance across the country to g et to a local office in some small country town.
I see but one inconvenience tha t could be occasioned to any of the inhabitants
of the territory embraced in the old Denver land district by the consolidation
recommended. This inconvenience would be occasioned solely to the inhabitants in the eastern end of Arapahoe County, and this from the fact that the ·
county seat of this county isat Denver, in the extreme wester n part of the county.
This inconvenience, however, can easily be remedied as a similar inconvenience
was removed in the case of the inhabitants of the North Park, which is situated
in the extreme western end of Larimer County, and falls within the Denver
land district, by the appointment of a resident in that portion of the county as
a United States commissioner, who is fully qualified to do and perform all acts
that the clerk of a court can do in connection with th9 transaction of business
under the land laws. The suggestion to consolidate the Central City landoffice
with Denver and to consolidate Gunnison with Montrose, leaving the office at
Montrose, is ~ood.
It must also be borne in 'mind that the northeast one-fourth of the State of
Colorado is agricultural land and there are but two laws in operation under
which these lands can be appropriated, viz, the homestead and the dese rt land
laws. All affidavits and proofs in these cases can be made before the cler k of
the court. I see from the press dispa tches that there is opposition to the proposed consolidation on the part of Sen ator Teller, but I am not surprised at this,
as the Denver land district was divided at his instance during the last Administration for purely political reasons and to provide official positions for his suppm·ters. Under the former Administration of Mr. Cleveland the bill was i ntroduced by him in both Cong resses, was killed by t he reports made by myself as
register of the Denver land office, and these reports a r e probably still on file in
your office.
·
The existence of so many districts affords no special accommoda tions to the
people, and the people h ave never been clamoring f or the establishment of new
land offices. These numerous landoffices h ave been established at the inst:mce
of some speculators, boomers, and politicians. The convenience of the public
will be fully m et if the districts in this Stat e are reduced to six or seven, and
the Government will be saved a large amount of ex penses. In addition t o this,
as I have said , by consolidation of the districts and making the offices maximum.
t he people will also be better served by h aving a better class of officers; for if
the office is m aximum , a p r ope r class o f persons can be obt ained to fill them. I
trust that no opposition on t he part of t he politicians will pr event the administration from ca r r ying out its policy of consolidating th ese dist r icts· and certainly
there a re no Represent atives in Cong r ess from this Stat.e to whozh the adminis·
tration can look for disinterested advice.
Respectfully ,
F. J. MOTT.

Hon.S. w. LAMOREUX
Commissioner of t;he General Land Office, Washingtqn, D. O.
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3.
DENVER , COLO., July S, 189S.
Sm: In the month of April last I personall:y: cal~ed on you fo_r t1:e pu_rpose of submitting suggestions re1ative to the consohdat10n ~f land distr~ct~, m
compliance with the requirements of the act of Congress makmg appropriat10ns
for the present :fiscal year. .
.
.
Having occupied the position of register of the Denver: land o~ce durmg _the
former administration 0£ President Cleveland, my experience with the detailed
work of the loc:1,l office enabled me to eubmit sugg-estions at that time relative to
the proposed division of the Denver land district into £our districts , w~ich_";as
then under consider c1tion. The views expressed by myself as to tbe advisability
of the measure were adopted by th:1,t Commissioner, and the persistent efforts
then made at three different sessions of Congress, to carry the measure throug·h
were defeated. On the incomina of the H arrison administration the bill was
again introduced, and the old Denver land district was divided into four
districts.
.
In the practice under the land laws there existed at that time but one occas10n
when personal presence was necessary before the local office, and that :Vas at the
making of the affidavits in original homest~ad entries. At my suggestion Jud~e
Holman caused a bill to be passed amendmg the law so that these affidavits
could be executed before the clerks of the courts in the counties in which the
land was located and before United States commissioners.
The enactment of this law rendered personal presence at the local office for
the transaction of business unnecessary, for all the nffidwits required under the
general land laws could be executed before the clerks of the courts, and in contest cases: the h earings, as was contemplated by the Rules of Practice! could be
held near the land and convenient to witnesses. At this time there is still less
reason for the existence of four districts in the territory embraced in the former
Denver land district, as this territory, which was then divided into seven counties, has been subdivided into :fifteen counties, so that the county seats, as a rule,
are convenient and near to the lands in the counties. The division 0£ the former
Denver Lmd district was carried through more for the purpose of endeatvoring
to build up the small country towns in which the offices were to be loc1:1ted, and
for political reasons-to provid e more offices-than to meet any urgent demand
on the part of the general public.
At that time I contended that there was no necessity for creating additional
districts, and that the expenses for the transaction of the business would necessarily be increased by the appointment of six additional officers for the transaction of the business, without any additional accommodation being afforded the
public.
A reference to the annual reports of your office will clearly show, not only was
this contention right, but also how the diyision of the district has operated in
creating additional expenses. The total business of the former Denver land district, prior to the division, for the year ending June 30, 1890, amounted to $398,232.96. The expenses incurred for transacting this business amounted to
$12,437.89. The total business for the Denver land office for the year endincr
1889 exceeded $712,000, and the expenses amounted to but little more than i~
the year 1890. The exact :figures I h ave not at hand.
After a ~ivi~ion of the d!strict into four, ~he Akron, Hugo, Sterling, and Denver _land distrrnts, embracmg the same territory, the total business for the year
endmg J une 30, 1891, amounted to $128,574.80, and the expenses were a little
larger than $18,410.
.
For the year ending June 30, 1892, the total business of these four ofllces
amounted to $98,264.04, and th~ expenses were a little more than $20,679 .
The :figures for the past fiscal year ending June 30, 1893, will soon be-before
you and will enable you to make a comparison.
It_ will be seen, therefore, that prior _to a division of the district, in the year
~ndmg June 30, 1890, $300,000 ?1~)1:e busmess was tra nsacted than in the year endmg June ~O, 18~2, after the div1s10n, and the expense in transacting so much
more busmess m 1_890 '!as not quite one-h alf of the expense incurred in 1892.
W1:ten a comparison 1s made between the years 1889 and 1892 it will be seen
~hat m the former year mor e than $500,000 :more business was transacted than
In 1892 and at an expense of about one-half of the expenses of 1892.
· It is also truth that the business of the Denver office was as promptly transacted as has been the business since the di vision of the district.
From my personal experience I do not h esitate to say that the entire busjness
of the four districts , if consolidated, could be carried on promptly and efficiently
DEAR

10

LAND OFFICES ABOLISHED OR CONSOLIDATEfi.

by t he register and receiver and four clerks, for prior to the division of the district more than $-100,000 worth of business was trJ.nsacted in the Dem·er office
with this force, a.nd this too at a time when the pre c\mption and timber-culture
laws were still in force.
These are fact3 which a re shown by the reports and can not be controverted.
A large portion of the busin sss with local offices has nJways heen transacted
through the mails, and during my incumbency as register I can safely say that
two-thirds of the business of the office was transacted through the mails. This
State h as now thirteen land dis tricts, and in m y opinion the number could be
reduced to seven or eight without any inconvenience to the general public. The
Montrose and Gunnison offices should cartainly be consolidated, for there is no
reason for the existence of both, and the L amar office should again be consolid ated with the Pueblo office. There is no r eason for the existence of the Central City office whatever, unless it is out of co urtesy for Senator Teller. By
doing away or rather by consolidating- Montrose and Gunnison , Lamar and
Pueblo, and 1·estodng the Denver landdis Lrict to the former territory five offices
can be disposed of, and if Central City is also done away with there will be a
reduction of six offices in this State, and in µiy opinion no inconvenience will
be occasioned any but officeholders and those interested in the distribution of
offices.
'The division of the Denver land office, as said, was purely a political matter.
Another most potent reason why these districts should be consolidated is that
the offices will then be rendered m aximum a nd a better class of men can be secured to fill these offices, to which I regret to say too little attention has been
paid in the past. Besides, sufficie nt work will be imposed upon the officers to
cause them to work and to remain in their offices, for when idle a great part of
the •time the officers are not disposed to remain at their posts. There should be
at least one lawyer appointed at each office, for his training will expedit~ hearino-s and trials; his knowledge of the competency and incompetency of evidence
will help to relieve the recor_d , and cases will be ~rans~itted t<? your o~ce wit?less voluminous reco rds and m a better form , which of its 3lf will expedite business in your office. Ag-ain, the very fact that a lawyer is in char .'Se of the hearing will not only restrain counsel in the trial of cases and cause the testimony
to be directed to the issues, but will also give confidence in the decisions rendered by the local office, which of itself will tend to the reduction of appeals.
Much more mig ht be S J id on the s ubject, but the foregoing will be sufficient to
show that the desirability of the reduction of offices and the exercise of proper care
in the selection of suitable officials will aid greatly in the proper performance of
the duties. These suggestions are made in good faith simply to aid in a proper
administration of the public a:ffa,irs, and if carried out will greatly reduce unnecessary expenditures.
R espectfully.
Hon.

s. w. LAMOREUX,

F.J.MOTT.

Commissioner General Land Office.

WASHINGTON, D. c., September t, 189j,
DEAR SIR: Referring to the matte r of the consolidation of the land offices in
Colorado, your especial a ttention is called to those of Akron a nd Sterling. Both
are maximum offices , and there is no reason to suppose that the business at either
place will decrea se for many years t o come. The amount of business last year
was greater than that of previous years, and the g rowth has been gradual, and
the indications are that it will continue. Both are agricultural districts, the
lands being level prairie, and all very m uch of the same character. The vacant
l ands are very nearly as good as the lands tha,t have been entered.
Another reason against the consolidation is the inconvenience to the settlers.
T here is no direct communica,tion between the two districts. A kron is on one
r ailroad and _' t~r~ing i on another an~ there i no. connecting line. It is suggested that if it 1 necessary to con olidate a certam number of offices in Color ado, ~ :tdville might 1:>e thrO\~n into the Glenwood Springs district. Th_e
former is not now a maximum office, and probably never will be again. It.a bus1-
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uess is gradually decr easing. It co?-tains 1:0 agricultural _lan~, an~ few ~ ining
locations are being made. It has direct railroad commumcat1011 W.tth Glenwood
Springs.
Very truly,
ARCHIBALD YOUNG

Attorney for Citizens of Sterling.
Hon.S. W.LAMOREUX,

Commissioner of the General Land Office.

5.
DENVER, COLO.,

August 16, 1899.

DEAR SENATOR: I inclose you letter from Mr. Henr~ Ol_ney, of Gunnison,

Colo., relating to the Gunnison l_and offi.~e. I most hea r:tily_ rndorse al! tha~ he
says therein and we all ieel that 1f there is to be a consolidat10n of the Gunmson
and Montro~e l and offices in this StatB, Gunnison should be the location of
the consolidated offices. It is the senior office, and the business from now on
in this t erritory will be largely of a mining nature, Gunnison bei_ng locat~d in
the midst of a mining region, while Montrose is in an almost exclusively agricultural district, the land of which h as nec1,l'ly all been t:1ken up. Co utoeqnen tly the
business at this office will be very light from this time on. Gunnison is my home,
a nd I feel deeply interested in everything that pertains to its welf :· re and if you
will favor us with your influence in behalf of Gunnison in this m c.tter I will
consider it a personal favor.
You will p ?urdon me fo :· addressing you upon this subject, but I know what your
influence is if I can 0111,v get you to lend it in our behalf. I am, with k indest regards,
Sincerely yours,
FRANK ADAMS.

Hon. WM. F. VILAS,

Washington, D. O.

6.

DENVER, August &6, 1893.
SIR: Mr. F. J. Mott h·as shown me his letter to you of the 25th instant, r elating to the consolidation of land districts in this State. It seems to me that the

reasons stated by Mr. Mott against the consolidation of Hugo with L amar, nnd
Steriing with Akron, are well founded. The-re can be no doubt thrLt t he people
of the Sterling district would be much better accommodated wit h the otrice at
Denver than with it at Akron; and the people of the Hugo district would suffer
great inconvenience in being required to go to L am ar, while it would not be
great,l y to their inconvenience to come to Denver. The law authorizi ng proofs
to be made before clerks of courts and county judges obviates the necessi ty Ior
appearing at the office in most cases, and such appearance is seldom mfLde except
in contested cases, and in such cases Denver has much better facil ities for the
proper hearing and determin,;i,tion of them tha,n the smaller towns. I am fully
in accor d with the opinion expressed by Mr. Mott, that it would be a great mistake to make the proposed consolidation, and the impor t :mc0 of t,his matter, not
only as to the reduction of expenses but as it relates to convenience of the people, is my only excuse for this communication.
Yours truly,

A. J. RISING.
COMMISSIONER OF THE GENERAL LAND OFFICE,

Washington, D. O.

,.
UNITED STATES LAND OFFICE

Sterlinu, Colo., A11gust 12, 1893.
Sm: We notice in the Denver R~publican of August 11 that there is a prospect_ of the Sterling Lnd di.3trict being consolidated with the Akron district.
Durmg t he fiscal yea~· en~:.ing J un o 30, 18D2, this office paid maximum and over,
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and the Akron office nearly m aximum. During the year ending June 30 1893
both Sterling and Akron have paid more than maximum, the Sterling offide pay~
ing nearly $3,000 over maximum. The only other offices in the State that have
paid maximum are Denver and Pueblo.
To consolidate S terling with Akron will cause a great deal of inconvenience
to the residents of northeastern Colorado, who are now patrons of this office,
and in fact great injustice would be done them.
We feel that if the matter was properly p-esented to the honorable Secretary
of the Interior or the honorable Commissioner of the General Land Office, that
the col:Jll!lolidation would not be m ade at this time, as there is every prospect that
the office will continue to do as large a volume of business in the future as it has
in the past. It h as been our understanding that land districts which are doing a
maximum business are not consolidated, at least not with another district that
is also paying maximum , but that districts that have fallen below maximum are
consolidated with districts that are doing a maximum business or nearly so.
Anything that you can do to prevent the present proposed consolidation will
be fully appreciated by the patrons of this office.
Very respeotf ully,

Hon.

:s:.

H. E.

TEDMON,

N. H.

.MELDRUM,

Register.

Beceioor.

M. TELLER,

Waskmgt,on, JJ. O.

.
U'NITED STATES LAND OFFICE,

Gunnison, Colo., August 15, 1899.
DEAR SENATOR:

I solfcft your powerful help in a matter of importance to our

section, and, incidentally, to myself.
·
The Commissioner is, we understand, required to arrange for, and the Se~retary of the Interior directed to order, the consolidation of land offices with a v1_ew
to economy, etc. And we learn that itis contemplated to throw this office inw1th
Montrose. This would work a hardship, first, upon our people; second, upon myself and the receiver, and would be adding an injustice to what has already been
done to our detriment (by the former administration) in this wise, viz:
Montrose district was, in a large measure, carved out of Gunnison district in
the first place. Later, to bolster it up and make a support for Montrose office,
another slice wa;s taken from us, which cut down the business and revenue ofthis
office to a minimum, in view of which it would seem that if any change be now
made, our office should, in all fairness, be retained, and the old territory taken
from us be returned to us.
Again, Gunnison district is chiefly mineral and coal. Until the present panic
the business was steadily increasing. Upon the subsidence of the pa,nic our bus!ness will again come up. On the other hand, Montrose district is chiefly agricultural, the lands are now largely entered, and the business must decrease even
in good times, whilst in the present depression it must run down to very little.
The mineral and coal business being the most enduring, it would seem that if
any change is made Montrose office should be thrown to us.
My term of office will expire April next any way, when, of course, a good Democrat could be appointed, so, too, as to the receivership, whilst the (Republican)
officials of Montrose office have some three years yet to serve if permitted to remain until expiration of commissions, so that, from a political standpoint, it
would be for your party interest to continue the Gunnison office and cut the
Montrose office.
I presume upon our many years' close acquaintanceship to write you thus
freely and to solicit your help in this matter.
You are at liberty to use this letter with the Commissioner and Secretary.
With great esteem, truly, etc.,
.HENRY C. OLNEY,

Hon. W. F.

VILAS,

United States Senate, Washington, D. O.

:Register' etc.
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9.
DENVER, COLO., August t5, 1893.
SIR: I have the honor to acknowledge the receip~ of _you: letter of August 18,
relative to the proposed consolidatio~ of the land d~strw~s m Colorado, and sta ting tha t it is contemplated to consolidate the Ster~u~g with the Akron, 9:-nd ~he
Hugo with the L amar districts. It is t~e recogmt10n. that such consohdat10_n
will prove a terrible mistake that solely mduce~ me_ aga~n t~ address y ou on this
subject. As I have said in my former commumcat10ns 1tw1_ll be found by an examination of the m ap that in the northeast one-fourth of this Stn.te a ll the roads
lead to Denver and that there are no roads running north and south through the
•sterling, Akro'n, and Hugo ~istricts. The c<;ms~quence i~ that if. the contemplated consolid 1,tion is carried out all commumcat10n by mail must, m the case of
the Sterling district, pass through Denver in order to reach Akron, and persons
desiring to visit the land office ;n person would be compelled to ma~e a _long
journey across the country by private conveyance, or make a long c1rcmtous
detour to reach the l and offices by rail.
It will not do simply to block out land districts independent of the lines of
communication, for those points located in the vicinity of the railroad would in
fact be much nearer, in point of time and in the mcLtter of expense, to a land
office at a more remote distance, than if the land office located at a nearer place
must be reached by private conveyance across the country roads. The people
of the Hugo and the Sterling districts would be better satisfied and certainly
would be more convenienced by a consolidation with the Denver district, as
Denver is the principal commercial center and these districts trade principally
at Denver. In addition to this, it is also to be remembered that Denver, being
the capital city as well as the commercial center, the cost of transportation is
less, and it is easier to obtain round-trip tickets and reduced fares to Denver,
and that it would not be possible to obtam either to Lamar or Akron.
From the information which has reached me, having a large acquaintance in
both the Hugo and Sterling districts, by reason of the fact that these districts
were in the old Denver land district at the time I had the honor to hold the
official position of register, I am convinced that much greater satisfaction would
be given to the people of these districts by a consolidation with the Denver district, for then, while attending to other business that naturally calls the people
to Denver, an opportunity would be afforded for visiting the land office and all
their 1:>usiness could be tra.asacted on the same trip.
'
In view of these facts I trust that, before a final determination is reached by
your~elf and the honorable Secretary of the Interior, these suggestions , which
are simply made for the ~ood o_f the service and the convenience of the people,
may receive careful cons1derat10n. The Central City land office most n aturally
should also come to Denver. The actual truth is, as I have heretofore stated in
my former communication~, the old Denver land district should be restored as
it was before it was dismembered for political reasons and the Central Citv of~
fice added thereto.
I am satisfied with this consolidation there will be a saving of between $15,000
and $20,000 per annum to the Government, and the people of the district will
be _as ~ell and as promptly se;ved as under the existing state. By such a conS?lldat10n the Denver office w~ll be kept at a maximum, and ther@ will be suffi?Ient work to employ the officials constantly, so that the service will be thereby
improved.
Respectfully,
F. J. MOTT.
The COMMISSIONER OF THE GENERAL LAND OFFICE,
Washington, D. 0.
P. S.-1 beg leave to refer you to the inclosed letter of Judge A. J. Rising.

10.
UNITED STATES LAND OFFICE,

Lamar, Colo., August 24, 1899.
Sm: Referrin~ to letter A (G. ~- W.)? of the date _August 15, 1893, to Hon. H.
M. Teller , relatmg to a reported mtent10n to consolidate the Lamar and Pueblo
land offices, in which you stated that the m atter of consolidation of land dis-
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tricts "had not yet been definitely settled upon," and that "due consideration
would be given any statements received," we desire to offer for your consideration the following objections to any such consolidation:
The Lamar land office, now located at Lamar, Colo., is very nearly in the center
of the Bent land district, and if the territory that was taken from this district to
h elp form the Hugo land district was r estored this office would be as near the
geographical center of the district as it could be.
The distance of this office to the Pueblo office is 116 miles, and it will therefore be readily seen that from the eastern part of this district to Pueblo, and
particularly the southeastern p::Ll't of the di~trict, the distance would be so great
as to e ffectually debar the residents of that territory from any business in the.
land office, owing to the great expense required to get to Pueblo to transact any
business.
It is a well-known fact that it would simply be a detriment to the transaction
of public business, as in a decision recently made by the Secretary of the Interior, Van Dorn vs. P lested , of date June 9, 1893 (L. D. 16, p. 508), it is reported
that the local office i>s of the Pueblo o ffi ce stated in that case that owing to insufficient clerical force they are compeiled to do the clerical work, and "it has
therefore been found impot sible for the officers personally to give the time
necessary to examine the testimony to determine the preponderance of reliable
evidence," etc. See corn men ts thereon. Therefore, as this case is from the Pueblo
land district, it is evident that that office h as more business th an it can properly tra nsact, and to add the business of this district to it would be prejudicial
to the transaction of public business and debar the people of this portion of the
State from the free exercise of their rights, owing to the physical impossibility
of the Pueblo officials to transact the business before them.
It, would not lessen the expense to the Government, for the reason that the
increase of the clerical force that would be necessary in the Pueblo land office
to meet the requirements of the increased amount of business would be as expensive as the present expense of the Lamar office.
It would retard the settlement and development of this portion of the State,
owing to the great distance and inconvenienc 3 of examining the records of the
Land Office, to ascerhin the condition of publi? lands in this district.
. .
It would be a great h ardship for the people rn the southern part of this d~strict, for the reason that they would have to travel to V-1,mar to get to the railroad, and the only railroad that would t Rke them to Pueblo, some of them a distance of 70 miles, leave their teams and conveyances, and then travel by railroad
a distance of 116 miles to reach the land office.
This district is composed m ainly of agricultural lands, and the new law of
March 3. fo93 , amending the timber-culture laws so that persons who have complied with the laws Ior eight year~ can make final proof without the former required
number of trees, is, from the year 18H4 forward, going to cause a gre.i,t deal of
business in the fiml proofof timber-culture claims, and this office will be convenient and of great advantage to the people in that respect~
The records of this office show that during this year, 1893, there has so far
been one hundred and ten final homestead proofs made in this office; during the
year 1892, ninety final homestead proofs; in 1891 there were but twenty-five final
homestead proofs, showing that there is being a great increase each year in this
business at this office; and the prospect is that it will increase for at least three
years, and this office, therefore, should not be abolished, but should remain for
the interests of the people.
This office Wd.S established and commenced business January, 1887, since which
time there has been made at this office 4,210 preemption filings, 5,060 timberculture entries, 4,436 homestead filings, 4,006 cash entries of land, 378 final homestead proofs, 41 desert-land entries, 2 final desert-land entries, 1 final timberculture proof, and there are yet 2,250,000 acres of vacant public land in this
district. It seems to us that such a showing as this would justify the retention of this office at this place for at least a sufficient period that those who filed
homestaad entries might have their seven years in which to make their final
proof in the bnd district in which they are filed.
It therefore seems to us that, from the business done at this office since
January, l 87, thi di trict should remain, and the people who made entries
therein have th privilege of making their final proofs there also; and instead
of this office being abolished and this di trict consolidated with Pueblo, thi:;
office should rem lin intact and the territory taken from this district three years
ago re to red to it.
e deem it unnece sary to p1esent any petitions upon this subject, as we
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Imagine that what you want is good. and sufficient re3,sons, showing that it is for
.the interests and convPnience of the people, and therefore of the Government, that
this office should remain intact.
Very respectfully,
C. D. FORD,

Register.

C. C. GOODALE,

Receiver.

The COMMISSIONER OF THE GENERAL LAND OFFICE,
Washington, D. O.

11.
OF COUNTY JUDGE. GUNNISON COUNTY,
Gunnison, Colo., August 16, 1893.
DEAR Sm: In view of the fact that a consolidation of the land offices at Gunnison and Montrose is contemplated bJ the Interior Department, it h as been
thought advisable by the citizens of Gunnison to present to you some of the
reasons why such consolidation should not take place, or, if carried out, why the
consolidated office should be located here.
In the first place, this is what might be termed a growing office, especially in
the matter of mineral and coal filings and enteries. The follo wing is a brief
and correct statement of the business transacted in the Gunnison office during
the past fl ve years:
OFFICE

Recapitulation, sales of mineral lands.
Fiscal year ending June 30-

No.of
entries.

Acreage.

Cash received
for same.

40
47
46
47

516,024
1,350,270
1,481,440
1,594,162
1,702,362

$2,675
6,990
6,535
7,634
8,560

62

The mineral applications have increased in a larger ratio for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1889; the applications were 42, acreage 1,134.1156; fiscal year
ending June 30, 1893, 68; acreage 2,615.691.

Total cash sales, all classes.
Fiscal
;rear
ending June 301889
____________________________________________________________
$16,719.98

1890 ---------------------------------------------------------1891 --------------------------------------------------------1892 ---------------------------------------------------------18~3------------------------------------------------------------

15,031.70
13,507 04
16,550~32
36,222.66

Recapitulation of coal filings.
Total number from establishment of office to June 30, 1888 _____________
For fiscal year ending June 30-

1889 _______________________ __________________________________________
1890_________________________________________________________________
1891
--------------------------------------------------------------1892_________________________________________________________________
1893_________________________________________________________________

225
88
51
101
66
132

From t~e above statement it is apparent that the principal part of the work of
the <;}unmson land office is in connection with miner_tl and coal applications and
entries, and that it is largely in excess of the same character of business transacted in the Montrose office is beyond question. It is a matter of only a short
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time when. the public agricultural lands in both districts will become exhausted,
while in all probability the mineral work will continue for many years.
This office is located (as you k n ow from personal observation) in the center of
a large mineral section of the State, and is accessible to the various mining camps
comprising· the district. The miners who are directly interested feel that it
would be adding greatly to the h ardships al ready imposed to compel them to
spend the additional sum of $25 or $30 and consume two days extra in going to
to Montrose to secure title to their mineral claims.
Pel'sonq_lly I do not feel at all sure that consolidation can be prevented, but
our people would be very much pleased to know th'.1t the Senators and Representatives from Colorado had entered their earnest protest against such action
on the part of the Administration.
Very respectfully,
IRA BROWN.

Hon H. M. TELLER,
United States Senate, Washington, D. O.

12.
Hon.

HOKE SMITH,

Secretary of the Interior:
We, the undersigned, citizens of Pitkin, Gunnison County, Colo., respectfully
request that the land office at Gunnison, Colo. , may be retained at that place
for the convenience of the miners of this district, and thus we will ever pray.
SCOTT ])IOKINSON, Mayor.
G.
GRIFFEY, Trustee.
GEO. L. ARMS'l'RONG, Trustee.
E. HAMMON, Trustee.
E. REESE, Trustee.
J.C. NISLEY, Trustee.
J. H. COLLINS, Trustee.
G. D. BIDWELL, Clerk.

w.

w.

w.

13.
UNITED SEATES LAND OFFICE,
DEAR

Gunnison, Colo., August 15, 1899.
Sm: I have no informati.on outside of the newspapers concerning the

proposition to consolidate the land offices of the State, but I infer there is strong
probability it will be done.
We, here , are gratified that you are opposing it, and hope your efforts may
prove successful.
So far as this office is concerned, the proposed consolidation with Montrose
offi ce seems quite unjust. This was carved out of this district (mainly) and afterwards a nother slice cut off from us to help bolster up th ·1t office, when by all
ru-les of fairness and justness, and with due regard to the best 'interests of the
service and to the question, now raised, of '' economy," there should have been
no. change, and there should have been but one district with office here.
If any ch1,nge is now made, it would seem but fair that the former status
should be l'.estored-it, the child, returned to its parent: the parent office retained. (This without reference to its effect upon the writer.)
A gain, Montrose district is chiefly a~ricultural ; most of the lands heretofore
:filed upon have been fin1lly entered ; hence the business of that; office wilJ rapidly decrease. Our district is cbietly mineral and coal, and before the drop in
~ilver our business was steadily increasing; and upon the restoration of silver: to
~ts pr?per place there will be a o-re•i t revival of the mineral industry, and with
it _an mcrea e and steady growth of business in this office. I am prepared to su~
tam th ese statements by figures from our r ecords.
gricultural claimants are not at nll obliged to go in person to the land office,
and as am itter of fact do not do so in one cas 9 in the hundred. They therefore
have little interest in the qu stion as to whel'e the office is located. On the other
hand , coal-land entrymen must go before the local office, an d mineral-land claimants, or their ~ents and attorneys, require frequent and easy access t.o the offi-
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cial plats and records, therefore personal visits to the office, and it is peculiarly
important to them that the office be centrally lo?ated and o~ easy access.
In view of all the facts, this office should certamly be reta1!1ed. If :3-ny c~ange
is absolutely nece~sary, the Montrose offi_ce should b~ consolidated with this.
If the Department would send a" special," or ~n mspector out, he woul~ _be
compelled to take this view. Any of the for~er mspectors, who are all familiar
with the situation, will, I am sure, so report 1f asked.
.
. .
The incongruity of combining Hugo office with Lamar 1s apparent. It 1s like
joining New York and New Orleans; they are far.remote fro~ each other, and
the round-about railroad trip that would be necessitated by claimants from about
Hugo going to Lamar would be a great h a,rdship.
.
Your friends here hope you can influence th~ Departm~nt to. reconsider the
step and at least to make important changes lll the policy said to have been
agreed upon.
·
With high esteem, very truly, etc.,
HENRY 0. OLNEY,

Begiste1·, etc.

13:on. H. M. TELLER,

United, States Senate, Washington, D. O.
14.

DENVER, COLO., August t8, 1893.
MY DEAR Sm: I herewith send you copies of two letters written by Hon. F. J.

Mott, of Denver, Colo., to the Hon. S. W. Lamoreux, L1,nd Commissioner, referring to the consolidation of some of the Colorado land districts. 1 h eartily
indorse what he says in the letters, and earnestly recommend the adopt ion of
the plan of consolidation suggested by him. The dismemberment of the Denver land distrfot was brought about in the interest of "politicians :, and "town
boomers," and not in the interest of the people of the district. There never
was any good reason for the dismemberment, hence the wrong should be righted
at once. Economy and efficiency call for a restoration of the old Donver land. district with the Central City land district added.
There will be an annual saving to the Government of several thousand dollars
by adding the Sterling, Akron, Hugo, and Central City land districts to the
Denver land distrfot, and the people, taken as a whole, will be better served with
!ess _trouble an~ expense and more satisfaction than by any other plan of consol1dat1on. For tne same reason the Lamar and Pueblo l and offices should be consolidated and the Gunnison and' Montrose land offic3s should be consolidated.
You will observe that Col. Mott's plan wipes out six hnd districts without any
detriment to the 1rnblic service, and at the same timo the s:wi.ng of a snug little
sum of money to Uncle Sam, which is no mean item in these h '.:1.rd times. Will
yo~ be kind enough to call the attention _of the honorable Secretary of the Int er10r to these matters, and at the same time talk them over with the honorable .
Land Commissioner.
Sincerely, your friend,

Hon. Wm. H.

E. P. HARMAN.
SIMS,

First Assistant SecretarJJ of the Interior, Washington, D. O.
15.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,

Washington, D. 0., August 28, 1898.
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR,

Washington, D. 0.:

.

The people of the Gunnison land district in Colorado are opposed to consolidation of Gunnison and Montrose, making travel expensive and inconvenient.
'rhere can not, it seems to me, save enough to the Government to jm~tify the
extra expense and inconveniences to the citizen. Again, while the people are
staggering under present misfortunes , the change, however small it may seem.
will be felt by the people of Gunnison.
Very respectfully,
JOHN C. BELL.

S.Ex.22-2
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16.
UNITED STATES,

ss:

[In the Department of the Interior.-In the matter of the proposed consolidation of the Hugo
and Lamar land districts in the State of Colorado.1

We desire to submit the following reasons for consolidating the said land districts with the office at Hugo, in the county of Lincoln and State of Colorado:
True, the town of L amar is nearer the center of the territory as contemplated
in the consolidation, but it is not so near the center of the territory with relation to the amount of business that is now being done within the two districts.
Baca County, which comprises more than one-quarter of the entire Lamar district1 is composed largely of what in this St:1te is termed '' adobe land," and is
g enerally unfit for agricultural purposes. In fact, on account of the large number of people who have abandoned their claims and departed from the county,
the citizens there have been contemplating abandoning their county organization. The lands in the Lamar district along the Arkam,as River, and all lands
so situated that they can be irrigated, have been fi'led uponat'this time. There
is very little new land in the entire Lamar district that is adapted to agricultural purposes.
Within the territory belonging to the Hugo district are to be found some of
the finest agricultural lands in the State. Good crops can be, and in fact have
been raised over the various portions o'f the district, without irrigation; and at
the present time there lras been constructed one of the largest reservoirs in the
West. This reservoir is ten miles west of Hugo, near what is known locally as
'' Big Sandy." The r eservoir covers over 900 acres of land, and the water averages about 15 feet in depth and the reservoir is calculated to carry watereno~gh
to irrigate 50,000 acres of land. In the near future many acres of land tributary to the ditch running from this reservoir and its laterals will be filed upon,
and the business in the Hugo district will, without doubt, be largely increased.
The L 1mar district, it is true, at one time did practically as much business as
any land office in the State, but since the available lands have been taken up, it
seems that there is no necessity for retaining an office in that district. By reference to the records on file in the Department, it will be found that many who,
previous to March 2, l c89, :filed on land in the Lamar district, have since abandoned their claims for the reason that they are unable to raise sufficient agricultural pro :1 ucts.
We know, as a niatter of fact, that not a few of those who have so abandoned
their claims in the Lamar district have since :filed claims on land within the
Hugo district. Up to the present time about 86 per cent of the business of the
Hugo office has been in the territory north of Township 10, in which township
the town of Hugo is situated, and is the extreme north end of the territory of
the district, provided the two distaicts should be consolidated. This territory
is over 78 miles from Lamar in a direct line, and as the bulk of the business
would come from this territory, it would be a great hardship upon the people to
go to a land office located at L amar. In order to reach Lamar from this district
by rail, it would be necessary to go to Denver or Colorado Springs and thence
by the way of Pueblo over the Santa Fe Railroad, which would be a distance of
more than 300 miles. By referring to the map hereto attached and on which is
a diagram of the territory which would be included in the district under the
proposed consolidation it will be seen that two lines of railway pass through
what is now known as the Hugo district, and that people in either the territory
tributary to the South Fork of the Republican River or in the territory tributary to the " Big Sandy:, can reach Hugo by rail, those from the former district going over the Kansas and Nebraska to River Bend and therech,a ngingto
th;e road to Hugo. A few new settlers in the Lamar district, in comp1rison
with those that are expected to locate in the Hugo district in the near future,
of course h ave to travel a great distance. By locating the office at Hugo, instead of Lamar, the greater numbe1' of the people by far would be accommodated.
By refer.ring to the records in this Department, it will be found that the busine~s of t he Lamar office has steadily decreased during the past six years, that
office h· ving held the eigh.th position in the State, accordin{Z' to thE:' reports in
~he year 1 92. On the other hand the business of the Hugo office h as steadily
mcre~t ed, and salaries a nd fees and commissions of the regi ter and receiver of
the Hugo o lli e during the present year h ave been about $1,500 more than those
of the officers of the Lamar office were during the year 1892. The reports of
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the Hugo office not being at hand we can not state positively as to the position
that office held for the year, but f~el confide1;t that the office stood better than
the Lamar and well towards the top, in r elat10n to all the offices of the State.
The incidental expenses of the Lamci,r office for the year 1892 amounte~ to
$714.50, while the incidental expenses of the Hugo office a~ounted to only $35o .90,
showing that the office can be conducted more economically at Hugo than at
LaTb.3:·Hugo office during the year 1893 has done more business than that done
in 1892 at any of the following land offices:
Central City, Del Norte, Durango, Gunnison, Lamar, Leadvill~, or Montrose.
We have referred heretofore to the large amount of lands bemg filed upon
north of township 10, and by referring to the reports we find as follows:
Number of proofs north of township lQ _____________________________ _
Number of proofs south of township 10-----------------------------Entries north of township 10 --------------------------------------Entries south of township 10 --------------------------------------Total number of acres entered or proved up on north o~ townshtp 10_
Total number of acres entered or proved up on south or township 10_

Acres.

32 022.29
5,070.34
84,387.92
10,357.77
116,410.21
15,427.11

At the present time there are being grazed within the territory known as the
Hugo district large numbers of cattle and sheep which have been driven there
from different parts of the Lamar district.
There is a greater r ainfall in the former than in the latter territory.
S everal years ago there was organized at Lamar what is generally known as a
"boom," and on account of the advertising matter that was sent out promiscuously over the country the territory was brought prominently to the notice of the
people, and this accounts for so much of the land in that district having been
already filed upon.
In the Hugo district no concerted plan of action has been taken by the citizens
to bring in emigration, but at the present time those interested fin ancially in
Hugo, Cheyenne, Wells, and other towns in the territory, and those interested
in the reservoir and irrigating ditches, are advertising the advantages in the
counties of Lincoln, Cheyenne, and Kit Carson, and we have every r eason to believe that an unusually large number of settlers will come into the territory
during the present fall and following spring. In fact , we h ave every r eason to
believe that the number filing upon land in the Hugo district d uring t h e period
mentioned, will exceed that of any previous ye1,r in , the history of Colorado.
The settlers will not only come from Eastern Sta,tes, but on account of the uncertainty of mining ventures, many who ha-ve heretofore engaged in mining,
will now contemplate going into agriculture and stock-raising pursuits, and in
view of that will locate in the Hugo district, while we know of none who contemplate taking- lands in the Lamar district, unless they do so by purchasing in
the better portions, where filings have already been made.
Very respectfully,

F. E. CARSTARPHEN,
Attorney.
17.
Because of your purpose to consolidate the land districts of Hugo and Lamar
at the latter place, we desire to protest against the abandonment of the office at
H ugo, believing it to be the proper location for the land office for the following
reasons:
(1 ) Nearly all the desirable land of the Lamar district has already been
filed upon and the business of that office has been steadily decreasing, as shown
by their annual reports, until now its day of usefulness is about over. The larger
percentage of uno ~cupied la,nd remaining in th at district is of a character of
adobe, unfit for cultivation.
(2) The establishment of the office at Hugo was the outgrowth of a necessity, because of steady immigration to the territory north of Hugo, and the
business of the Hugo office has steadily incre:1.sed e ach year, as shown by the of~cial re-ports of that office. Eighty-six per cent of the business has been done
m the noi::.,t hern part of that district, still further removed from L am ar, and the
office bids fair for a large increase, as it still has over a million aud a half oores of
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fine a~ricultural lands unoccupied. The drift of settlement is now toward the
vicinity of Hugo, and while H ugo is not so centrally located geographically as
Lam ar in the proposed consolidation , yet it is far more centrally located in unoccupied lands and convenient for settlers who have occasion to visit the land
office. The business at the Hugo office now exceeds that done at Lamar, and its
discontinuance would work a h ardship on a greater number of people than the
closing of the L amar office.
For these reasons we ask that the land office at Hugo be continued.
J. H. McKEE,
And thirteen others.

HON.S. W.LAMOREUX,
Commissioner of the General Land Office, Washington, D. O.

18.
HOT SPRINGS, S, DAK,, June t6, 1895.
Sm: I have the honor to request that before the or der of consolidating the

Yankton and Mitchell land districts is issued, that the interests of the people of
Charles Mix County be considered.
·
The Chamberlain la nd office is located in Brule County; Ch arles Mix lies adjoining on the south. There is no railroad in the county; necessarily they ~o
their marketing and shipping from Chamberlain or K imball, 20 miles east, 1;ll
the same county. In short; their interests lie closely with Brule County. It 1s
more convenient for the people to go to Chamberlain than any otbc- pornt-not
half as far as it is to Mitchell.
A t the request of several citizens of that county I call attention to ~hese
facts, and h ave the honor to request an investigation of the situati0n 1 and , if ~ot
too late, that Charles Mix County may be attached to the Chamberlam land district.
Yours, very respectfully,

Hon.

W. V. LUCAS, M. 0.

HOKE SMITH,

Secretary of the Interim.

19.
(Telegram.)

ARMOUR, S. DAtr,, .Tuly tt, 1893.
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR:
In view of the prob1,ble opening to homestead settlement of over 160,000 acres
of the Yankton Indian R eservation within a few months , we ask that the location of the consolidated Yankton and Mitchell land office be deferred until
Armour can pre3ent r e:;sons for its loca tion here.
Please answer by wire.
H. M. JOHNSON,
K. G.FOSTE&

20.
,
D EAR

PARKSTON, July 10, 189j .

sm: My at tention was called the oth er day, by a friend of mine, to an

ar ticle in a newspaper published in this c.unty. The article was to the effect
t h at you int nd to c nsolid~te the Y: nk1 n land office with the milchell land
office. If this be true, will you be so kind and inform me as t o this intent, for
this re on: that my D mocratic friends in the Yankton district have indorsed
me for receiver of that ofiice. and as near HS I can find out, there is no oppon nt.
I think the bm,iness of the office does not allow of its continuance. and think it
myself a good move in the rig-h t direction. I do not think it will debar me to
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make the race for the consolidated office if the app~intm~nts are n?t mad~ immediat ely. When the change is made, any informat10n given me will be kmdl Y
received.
Yours truly,
CASPER FERGEN,

Ex-Senator, Seve·nth District, South Dakota.
Hon. LAMOREUX,
.
Commissioner United States Land Office, Washington, D. 0.

P. s.-.:.If consolidated, will Mitchell or Yarikton keep the office?

21.
GENERAL LAND OFFICE,

Washinqton, A.itqiist 3, 1893.
SIR: Replying to your verbal request of t.his date, I submit t~e following recommendations in reference to the consolidat10n of land offices m North and South
Dakota.
.
In North Dakota 1 would recommend the consolidation of the Mrnot office
with the Devils Lake office as being cert3inly advisable. During the past year
at the Minot office there were only 80 entries made, with receipt~ of $2,lq8.62.
A t the Devils Lake office there were 1,855 entries made and $61,2.:>2.17 received.
This consolida tion would add very little to the labors of the Devils Lake office
and effect some saving. ·
Shoul d it be considered desirable to make anadditionalconsolidationin North
Dakota I would recommend that the Grand Forks office be also consolidated with
the Devils L ake office. While the business of the Grand Forks office was very
considerable during the past year, amounting to 2,139 entries with receipts of
$35,127 .16, most of the lands within this district which are now subject to entry
and which require the pfosence of the entrymen at the local office, a.re more
conveniently situated for Devils L ake than for Grand .Forks, which is on the
extreme eastern boundary of the State. Moreover the lines of rail way communication in this section make Devils Lake almost as convenient a point to reach
as Grand Forks.
As to consolidations in South Dakota I would strongly recommend the consolidation of the Yankton office with the Mitchell office, as the Yankton office
h ad only 522 entries last year and receipts of $16,656.62 and the Mitchell office
had 966 entries and receipts of $31,604.87. The Yankton land district i s the
oldest in the S tate and the lands are pretty generally settled on and taken up,
so that the business is likely to decrease very rapitlly. This is also true to some
extent of the Mitchell office, which, however, is more conveniently located for
the district generally than the Yankton office would be.
A consolidation of the Chamberlain and Pierre offices would also seem desirable
at Pierre, that being the capital of the State, although at present the business
at the Chamberlain office is the greater. The number of entries at the Chamberlain office for the past year was 1,056 and the amount of cash received $29,156.36,
while at the Pierre office only 336 entries were made for which $11,287.28 was
paid. This consolidation of the Chamberlain office with the Pierre office if the·
same number of entries were made would result in about 1,400entries being made
at the consolidated Pierre office and the receipts of about $40,000.
Most of the land within these districts lies west of the Missouri River in the
newly opened portion of the Sioux reservation, and is about equally convenient
to Pierre as to Chamberlain, and only that portion of the Chamberlain district
which is east of the Missouri River, consisting of a comparatively small area,
will be inconvenienced by going to the Pierre office. The best arrangement if
possible, would be to attach t hat portion of the Chamberlain district east of the
Missouri River to the Mitchell office, owing to the convenience of railroad transportion from this section of the Chamberlain district to Mitchell, and I would
advise that this be done .
I do not think any other consolidations or alterations in these two States would
at present be desirable.
Res11ectfully submitted.

Enw. A.

BOWERS,

Assistcmt Commissioner, ·

The COMMISSIONER OF THE GENERAL LAND OFFICE.
S. Ex. l--1'2'
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22.
MEMORIAL.

Hon. GROVER CLEVELAND, President;
Hon. HOKE SMITH, Secretary of the Interior; and
Hon. - - LAMOREUX, Commissioner of the General Land Offict:
Srns: Whereas it has been currently reported in the public press and otherwise, that the Department of the Interior has under contamplation the consolidation of the United States land offic es now located at L'.:1,rned and Garden City
respectively, by the removal of both offices to Dodge City; and
Whereas such a course would work a great hardship to a large majority of
the patrons of said offices, we, the undersigned, duly authorized at a mass meeting of the citizens of southwest Kansas, held at Garden City on the 1st day of
July, 1893, beg leave to submit the following statement of facts with reference
to the business of the Garden City land office in support of our protest against
the removal of said office to a point further east in said district, to-wit:
First. According to the records of the United St1tes land offices in the respective districts there was on Jup.e 30, 1893, the following acres of vacant lands
by counties:
In the 'Larned district:
Homestead.
Barton Comity .. __ . __ ·--- .... ···-·-·- •••••.•••••. _ 1,760.00
Ed wards County ..........•................... _... 2,640.00
Hodgeman County ...........•..............•..... 1,200.00
157.00
Pawnee County ....... ··--·.·-··· ................ .
Reno County ..................................... . 2,880.00
Rice County ..................................... .
98.00
Stafford County ...... _._._._ .......... _.... _•. _.. 1,800.00

10,735.00

Osage Trust.
Barber County ................•.................. 15,000.00
Comanche County ... _........................... . 8,000.00
Kingman County ........ . ....................... .
88.00
Kiowa County ................................... . 6,640.40
Pratt County ..........................•.....•....
88.00
Sumner County ...•...••.•...••.••••••••.•. ~ •.•.•.
17.00

29,8:J3.00
40,568.00

In the Garden City district: ·
Homeste1d.
FinneyCounty ................•••.........••••..•. 64,160.00
Ford County......................................
880.00
Gar.field County .................................. 45,500.00
Grant County .................................... 9,280.00
GrayCounty ......... ............. . ............... 15,280.00
Hamilton County ..... ............................ 45, 560. 00
Haskell County ..........................••....... 10, 860. 00
Kearney County ...... ........................•... 64,640.00
Hodgeman Oo ~·nty ......... ............ .:.. . . . . . . . . . 4. 540. 00
Meade County ..... -.................. _.... _...... 38; 640. 00
Morton County .....•............................. 54,280.00
Se ward County .. _._.............................. 33, 790. 00
Stanton County .......•..... ...................... 9,500.00
Stevens County .....•.. .....••.••...........•..... 27,840.00

- - - - 403,750.00

Osage tru ·t.
Clark County ..•••••••••••••.••••••••.•••••••••••. 39,358.01

39,358.01
443,10 .01
_S econd. Maps of said districts are attached hereto, by which, in connection
with the foregoing li ts of land , it will be seen that Garden City is much nearer
the center of the public 1 nds in the two districts than either Larned or Dodge
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-City. By a careful computation it will be found that there are 344,210 acres of
vacant l and subject to homestead entry in counties west of the line drawn along
the east line of Finney County, in wh ich is situated Garden City, a n d that e ast
of said line t h ere ar e only 74 575 acres subject to h omestead entry, t h e r emainder
of land owned by the Governmen t east of said Finney County line being Osage
trust lands, and subject to private ent r y, the purcha er being· not required to
go to the land office in person in order to purchase an d acquire title to said land.
Third. An examination of the records in the Interior Departmen t will show
that the people of Garden City h ave furnish ed offices free of rent for the use of
the United States lan d office sin ce it was fi rst located in that city} and we are
authorized t o say in their behalf that they will cont inue t o furni h office r ooms
free for such pur pose.
Fourth. By the above st atements it appears that there are only 180 acres of
land subject to homest ead entry in F ord County, in which Dodge Ci ty is l ocated,
whereas there are 64,168 acres of such land in Finney Count y , in which Garden
City is located, not including 4,500 acres in Garfield, which is now a par t of
Finney County. The counties of K earn ey , H amilton, Gray , H askell, Morton,
Seward, and Stevens, in which the bulk of all Government lands subject to
homestead entry is situated , are all sit uated nearer to Garden City t h an to
Dodge City, a.nd in protesting against t he removal of the land office to the
latter place we but voice the unanimous sentiment of the people of t hose
counties , and speak for those who may h er eafter locate on the public domain
in this vicinity.
Fifth. It will be found by reference to the financial reports of the lan d offices
in question that the Larned office is barely a minimum office , while that at Garden City is a double maximum office, and this, in connection with the foregoing
statements as to lands in the various countie:::i, shows that the Government does
not now have to support the Garden City land office by direct appropriation t
and warrants the belief that this office will be self-sustaining for m any years to
come.
Sixth. The history of Kansas shows that l ands are first settled upon in the,
eastern portion of the districts, and it will be but a short time until there is no
vacant Government land e ast of Dodge City, and to locate the land office a t that
point would be removing it from the business which it is intended to facilitate ,.
and adds increased burdens and expenses to the already overburdened se ttlers ,.
who are attempting to subdue this semiarid r egion.
Seventh. We would further represent that Garden City is protected from fire
by an excellent system of waterworks, that the United States land office occupies a splendid stone building, where there is little danger from fire, and that
the established mail routes from all points in the proposed consolidat ed distric t
places Garden City within e asy access of ever y portion thereof, and renders said
city more desirable from every standpoint of public necessity than any other
place that could be named.
Tr,u sting and believing that in the determination of this matter you will be
guided solely by a desire to subserve the best interests of .the people directly interested, and believing that the foregoing facts show conclusively that this land
office shoufd not be located farther east than Garden City.
We are, respectfully, yours,
·
E. M. HARDIN, Chairman Committee,
L. P. COONRAD,
MILTON BROWN,

G. L. MILLER,
TREADWELL 0. COFFMAN,
B. F. STOCKS,
A. W. STUBBS,
E. B. STOTTS,
M. A. CALHOUN,
WILLIAM INGE,

Secretury Committee,
Committee.
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[Telegram.]
liU'.rCHINSON, KANS.,

July 11, 1893.

Hon. HOKE SMITH,

Secretcwy of the Interior, Washington, D. 0.:
We, the under signed, residents of Reno County, Kans.,do approve and recommend the consolidation of the Garden City and L arned land offices and removal
of same to Dodge City, for the reason that Dodge City is in the center 0£ t,he
volume 0£ business transactad and more accessible to the settlers in the district.
[16 signers.]

24.
Hon. HOKE SMITH,

Secretary of the lnteri01·, Washinqton, D. 0.:
We, the undersigned, residents of Gray County, Kans., do approve and recommend the consolida tion of the Garden City and Larned land offices and the removal of same to Dodge City, Kans., for the reason that Dodge City is the center
of the volume of business transacted and more accessible to the settlers in the
district.
[50 signers.]

25.
KmWIN, KANS., July 22, 1899.
Whereas it has come to the knowledge of the mayor and council of the city
of Kirwin, Phillips County, Kans., that a removal of the Kirwin United States
land office to Oberlin, Kans., is contemplated intending to consolidate the two
offices at Oberlin, Kans., much to the detriment and inconvenience of the people
residing in both districts: Now, therefor e, be it
R esolved, That we, the mayor and councilmen of the city of Kirwin, do most
earnestly protest against such removal of the Kirwin land office to Oberlin,
and the consolidation of said office'3, knowing it to be detrimental both to the
people of said Kirwin district and believing it to be detrimental to the Govern·
ment's interest, under existing circumstances, viz, the prevailing drought of the
present season, causing a failure of crops for 1893, will necessitate many relinquishments, cause many contests, thus largely increasing the business of eachthe Oberlin and Kir win land offices.
We respectfully call the attention of the honorable Secretary of the Interior
to the fact that the Kirwin office has paid over $13,000 net for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1893, over and above all expenses, that the last quarter of said
year was at the rate of over $20,000 per annum in gross receipts, showing an in·
crease over the three preceding quarters : Be it further
R esolved, That a copy of this resolution be spread on the minute book of said
city, and the original forwarded to the Secretary of the Inte rior with our ear·
nest request for his deliberate and impartial consideration of the same.
CHAS. W. HULL,

Mayor.

26.
WASHINGTON, D. c., S eptember 8, 1899.
Sm: Learning that t here is an effor t on foot to move the United States land
office from Ober lin to Colby. Kans. , I h asten to file my p r otest against such removal. as I learn from t ho ci tizens of almost e very coun ty in that l and district
t hat th re i more land yet lying east of Ober lin even after th e consolidation
of that office and land di trict with the Kirkwin office, a nd such a removal will
re ult in an unn
s ary hal'd, hip to tbos wh o yet h ave their title t o perfec t
b for the on.- olidi ted lan d office tha n they woul d h ve if the offi ce rem ained
·1
b l'l in. , ' uch a romontl would not ouly r esult in a h :tt·d.·hip t o av r y great
nu mbe r \ ·ho ht Yo th ir title to perfec t but i t will also result in politically dis-
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: turbing that entire district, which seems to me will be chargeable to this Ad: ministration. J. do not have the least doubt that if the voice of the entire people
i in these districts could be hen.rd on this subject, that seven-te nths of those who
. yet have busines at that office would ask for its retention very earnestly at the
\ city of Oberlin.
1
I under tand that it is argued that Colby, although in the far western part of
l the district, t h at it is much more accessible by railroad communication than
· Oberlin. While this may be true from some portions of that district, Oberlin has
·, very good railroad connection: and I will further state that the most common way
1 those people have fo1· visiting the land office is by their own private conveyance.
They are not in condition to pay railroad fare, or at least dislike very much t o
i do so, and they c ommonly, in parties of ten or :fifteen, with a full camping outfit,
i make the trip quite inexpensive to them to attend t o their business at those offices;
'. and I think they frequently do it, even though they parallel a railroad line to
'. and from the l and office. This removal certainly ought not to be made until the
· new land officers are appointed., so that this Administration can be advised offi., cially by their Democratic friends, who will have a t stake t h e welfare of this Administration , and make that idea paramount to some frivolous town-lot speculation, to where the speculators hope to cause the office to be removed.
Respectfully,
Hon. SILAS w. LAMOREAU,
Land Commissioner, Washington, D. O.

W. E. JONES.

27.
WASHINGTON, D. c., S eptember, 8, 1893.
· Sm: In the controversy of the removal of the land office from Oberlin to Colby,
1

Kans., I feel it a duty to give you my views upon that subject, as I was register
of that land office during Mr. Cleveland's former Administration, and prob.1bly
am as well advised on that subject as any gentleman living in the district, and
I certainly am of the opinion that the removal of that land office to Colby, Kans.,
would result in a great hardship to a great m a jority of the people of the consolidated districts who yet have business to perform at that office. I presume that
the Department is quite well aware that there will be yet remaining more unPf~'fected titles lying east of the Oberlin land office than there will be west
o : it, and to move that office so far west as Colby would certainly result in a great
an~oyance and an unnecessary expense to at least two-thirds of those who have
their titles yet to perfect; and while some p arties may be benefited by the removal of this office to Colby, in the immediate vicinity of that hamlet, yet it will
operate a great injury to not only the citizens of Oberlin, but to the entire patrons of that office.
The Admin~stration could not do a wiser act in this matter than to delay the
removal of ~h~s. office until after the hew land officers are appointed and leave
the respons_1b1hty to them. after they are well advised regarding the situation
~rom _experience, and upon whom the Administration can rely for official advice
m this_ matter .. Not only are the above reasons I think amply sufficient for the
retent:o~ of this office at Oberlin, but-{ believe that its removal wollld politically
be an lllJury, for the reason that people of that district would charge this mis~
take or blunder to the Administration, when it can be of no benefit to others
than thos~ living at Colby, or. in that_ vicinity, who r:erhaps only hope to make
a speculation out of property m or adJacent to that village.
Very respectfully,
FRANK BACON.

Ex-Registe1· of the Oberlin Land Office from 1885 to 1889.
Hon. SILAS w. LAMOREAU,
Land Commissioner, Washington, D. O.

28.
WASHINGTON, D. c., Aitgust 10, 1899.
MY DEA:8 Sm: I hand you herewith message from the mayor of Dodge Cit
Kans., saying that additional papers in regard to the relocation of the Gard/~

26

LAND OFFICES ABOLISHED OR CONSOLIDATED.

City land office have been forwarded, and I trust that you will withhold final
action in the matter until these papers reach here, which I think will not be
later than Friday evening or Saturday morning. The convenience or easy access in reaching Dodge Cit,v from every portion of the proposed new district are
such that I trust you will give it the fullest possible consideration. There are
many sections_of the district as it now stands over which persons have to travel
50 to 75 miles overland to get to Garden City, whereas they can reach Dodge
·City by rail and without having to go more than 10 to 20 miles overland. This
is a matter I feel warranted in saying that the people of that section are interested, in h!:l,ving Dodge City the location of the office , and I feel satisfied that it
would give more general satisfaction than any other solution of the land office
matter.
Yours, truly,
Hon.

s. w.

J. B.

CROUCH.

LAMOREUX,

Commissioner (:}-eneral Land Ot]ice.

29.
Sm: We, the undersigned, citizens of Clark County, ob.serving that the con•
solidation of the Garden City and Larned land districts,and the establishment of
one office for both at Dodge City, Kans., has been r ecommended by the honorable
Commissioner at the General Land Office in his report to you, and that the matter is now before you for consideration, respectfully represent that we believe
that one office located at Dodge City, Kans., will fully accommodate the patronage of the district.
.
Dodge City has the best transportation facilities of any competitive town for
the location of the office, and is more easily and readily accessible by railroad
from all parts of the distdct than any other competitive town. It lies about
midway between the two offices as located now, and we believe that it is very
nearly if not centrally located in the volume of the business of the district, and
would accommodate more people and give better satisfaction to the people patronizing it than either of the present locations.
[Eleven signers.]
Hon. HOKE SMITH,
Secretary of the Interim·, Washington, D. O.

DEAR

TOPEKA, KANS,, July to, 18Y3.
Sm: I am advised that the register of the United Stat es land office

at Salina , Saline County, K ans. , has resigned or will do so at an early da~e.
I h ave be en sick 1 and confined to my house for the last t en d ays, which has
delayed my arrival at W ashing ton much ½eyond my expectation . I am now recovering, and hope to be able to r each the city within th e next week, and I respectfully ask that all matters rehLting to land offices and other positions under
your jurisdiction in the State of Kansas be delayed until I can have an opportunity of advising with you on the subject.
Very respectfully,
J.M. MARTIN,
The COMMISSIONER OF THE GENERAL LAND OFFICE,
Washington, D. O• .

31.

D. c., September 7, 1893 • .
Sm: I spoke t o y ou this morning relative to the proposed con solid ation
of the land offi e in the Kirwin and Oberlin di tricts in Kans s , for the p urpo of ha ·io ,,. the ma ter of record in your offic . I beg to m a ke in wri ting
the r u t wbi h Im· d th ' morning verb lly, viz: That the new office be IoWASHINGTON,

- DE R
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cated at the station of orton, on the line of the Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railway, and also on the line of one of tbe principal railways running southwest from that point. Norton is almost central e ast and west, and substantially
central north and south , in the consolid ated district, and can be reached from
all parts of the district more nearly by all-rail routes than any other point in it.
It is true, as sug,gested by you this morning that Colby is at a junction of
three railroads, but it is located in the r emote we tern portion of the district,
and the greater proportion of the people of the district would be compelled, in
order to r each it, either to travel considerable di tances by wagon or make very
long roundabout journeys by rail. Norton can be r eached by rail from all portions of the district with not to exceed6or7 miles of staging in any in tance; and
in such instances the r ail route would be direct. I assume. that, other things
bemg nearly equal, it is always desirable that a land office shall be located.,
when it can be, centrally in the district and at points of comparatively good
commercial import9.nce. Norton, I understand to be one of the best towns in
the district, and people h u,ying occasion to visit the land office would, if it were
located there, be at the same time accommodated in the further fact that they
would be at a good. commercial point for the purpose of trading and other business.
I respectfully urge, therefore, that the merits of Norton as a place £or location be carefully and favorably considered.
THOS. S. WRIGHT,
General Attorney Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railroad Company.
Hon. s. w. LAMOREUX,
Commissioner of the General Land Office.

32.
LARNED, KANS., July 10, 1893.
Sm: In the matter of the consolidation of the Larned and Garden City
land offices, if such consolidation is proposed, permit me to say that in my judgme:1~ ~he best loca~ion _for the ?onsolidated office will be Dodge City, Kans. The
fac1hties for reachmg 1t by railroad are the best of any town west of Larned in
the district.
As to myself, I have the honor to refer you to the Hon. James H. Eckles,
Comptroller of the Currency, my former townsman in Princeton, Ill.
Yours, very truly,
DEAR

Hon. HOKE SMITH,
Secretary of the Interior, Washington, D. O.:

Hon.

CLARK GRAY.

33.
HOKE SMITH,

Secretary nf the Interior, Washington, D. 0.:
We, the undersigne~, r~sidents of Seward County, Kans., do approve and
recommend the consohdat10n of the Garden City and Larned land offices and
removal of the same to Dodge C~ty, Kans., for the reason that Dodge City'is in
the c~nter of. th~ volume of busmess transacted and more accessible to the settlers m the district.
34.

MY

:£?EAR

.
HOPE, HAYES ·couNTY, NEBR., August 9, 1893.
Sm: Learning that you contemplated reducing the number of land

offi ces m Nebraska, I take the liberty to write you

~he book~ of ~he Bloo~ington office could be re~oved to the McCook office
~it~\Ter_y httle mconvemence to patrons of that office, and would not very maria
':( mcreas!3 t~e expense of the McCook office. All the eastern part of the
0
~ 5m~~~t~~::~~i?~r~:s been ;et~~d fgf years,. and they have patents to their
tiguo~ and accessible toeMr ucse okr e o ce; while the western counties are cone oo .

f!~
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, I, knowing the country thoroughly, would recommend this as one feasible and
re c1,sonable reduc tion.
Begging pardon for offering unasked advice, I remain,
Truly yours,
JACOB WIGGINS.

Hon. HOKE SMITH,

Secretary of the Interior.

35.
[Telegram.]

CHADRON, NEBR., September 15, 1893.
HON. J. STERLING MORTON,

Washington D. 0.:
Use your influence to have removal of Chadron land office suspended until
people from this district can be heard.
S. V. PILCHER.
J.C. DAHLMAN.

H.A. Cox.

36.
WASHINGTON, D. c., Auqust 5, 1899.
DEAR Sm: If there is to be a number of land offices in Nebraska discontin1;1ed
I would recommend Bloomington district be added to McCook district, Neh e-h
district to O'Neill district, Grand Island to Lincoln district.
In any change contemplated from the above consolidation, I would sugge~t you
advise with Secretary Morton, who has a political interest in the formation of
the districts.
Yours truly,
TOBIAS CUSTER,

Mernber of Democratic National Committee for Nebraska,
Hon. HOKE SMITH,

Secretary of the Interior, Washington, D. O.

37.
28 ALDINE SQUARE, Chicago, lll., June 29, 1899.
DEAR SIR: Inclosed find letter from the re crister and receiver of the United
States land office a t Lincoln, Nebr., concerni~g the proposed a bandonment of
the Blooming ton land office. Lincoln is the State capital, and the facts concerning t he amount of business done at the several offices are , I believe, as st-1,ted .
When I r each W ash ington in the fall I will be pleased to talk with you concerning the Ne braska land offices and the proposed change or ab.m donment of
some of t h em, if you desire information from me concerning them.
Truly yours,
CHARLES F . M ANDERSON,

United /::3tates S enawr,
The COMMISSIONER

OF THE GENERAL LAND O F FICE,

Washington, D. 0.
38.
UNITED STATES L AND OFFICE,

Lincoln, Nebr., June 24, 1899.
DE R Sm: I ee it sta din the Omaha Bev of Jun 22 1 93 that the B loom ing-ton . ~ hr .. lnnd tJi i to b
on olidated with the rand I land office · at
le, t i t i · 1ted tlrnt · ' mmi · -i a r Lamoreux has p r actically agr eed upon
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this plan." We desire to call your attention to th matter, and refer you to the
report of the honorable comm is ion~r ~or the fisca~ year 1892. ~ccording to this
report the salaries, fees, and comm1ss1ons of reg1 ter and receiver of the Grand
Island office was $5,837.04, while in the Lincoln office they were only $1,686.69.
We hope th~ statement in the Bee is a mi take. It would, in our opinion, be
an injustice to this office to take the Bloomington office to Grand Island, when
the income of this office is so much smaller.
Under President Cleveland's former Administration it was understood here
that he contemplated consolidating the Bloomington with the Lincoln office, but
the matter was postponed by President Harrison. Will you kindly take the
trouble to see the honorable commissioner and lay the matter before him.
Anything that you can do for us in this direction will be highly appreciated.
Very respectfully,
WM. H. CLARK, Register.
Jos. TEETERS, Receiver.
Senator CHAS. F. MANDERSON.
39.
[From Senate.)

SEPTEMBER 15, 1893.
The following dispatch is from H. G. Burt, of the Fremont, Elk Horn and
Missouri Valley Railroad:
.
"The people along our line in northwestern Nebraska are very much excited
over the contemplated removal of the land office from Chadron to Alliance. We
think it will work a hardship to our section of the country, and desire, through
you, to enter a protest against the proposed removal. Please prevail if possible
upon the Department to defer action in the matter until our people can be heard,
as I understand a protest is being formulated."
Please hold this matter in abeyance until the citizens can be heard.
WM. V. ALLEN.

Hon. HOKE SMITH,

Secretary.
40.

DEAR

CLAYTON, N. MEX., July 22, 1899.
Sm: Great excitement 'prevails here over the rumor that you intend to

abandon or discontinue the Colfax or Clayton land office at Clayton, N. Mex.
For God sake, we hope there is no truth in the rumor, and no less than 500 people
are her~ anxiously waiting to hear from you in regard to this very grave rumor.
Th;e yet1ring United States land office officials at this point have expressed an
opinion to such effect, which, of course, caused this deep interest to be felt
in the matter. While it is possible that our receipts are not very large at this
land office, nevertheless we have over 1,800,000 acres of land still open for entrv
at this office.
Pease let us hear from you pro or con on this matter, and greatly oblige the
people.
M

.
J. E. CURREN.

~~,

Hon. HOKE SMITH

Secretary of the lnterio1·, Washington, D. O.
41.
[Telegram. J
•

DOUGLAS, WYO.,

September 18, 1899.

'V_ery important that all land offices in this State be maintained. Withhold
action until my return next week.
,
J.M.
CAREY.
Hon. Hmrn SMITH,

Secretary of the Interior.
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42.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES,

Washinqton, D. 0., August t8, 1898.
SIR: We learned in the Land Office that a movement was inaugurated for the
consolidation and r emoval of some of our land offices in the State of Wyoming,
notably the office at Sundance to be removed to Buffalo, and the office at Lander
to Evanston, all in the State of Wyoming.
We protest against ·this being done at this time or any time in the near future.
Wyoming isa very large State, and the facilities for travel from place to place
are very meager.
There are no railroads between Sundance and Buffalo, nor between Lander
and Evanston. Evanston is, indeed, on a railroad, but Lander is about 160 miles
from Rawlins (on the Union Pacific), its nearest railroad station, .and represents a large interior portion of country reaching another 100 miles northward
and eastward that na turally centers at Lander.
To compel this northwestern quarter .of Wyoming to go to the extreme southwestern corner of the State at Evanston to transact all their land-office business
is both unfair and impracticable.
Buffalo is 38 or 40 miles from the B. & M. Railroad at Sheridan, its principal
railroad station, and Sundance is about 40 miles north or northwest of Newcastle
on the same railroad.
·
This would subject the people of Crook and Weston counties to a very great
inconvenience and injustice.
There should be no change regarding either Buffalo or Sundance offices as
to location , until a more central and convenient railroad town or city can be
selected, which we do not recommend at present, but urge that the Sundance
office as well as Buffalo should remain where they are.
Another reason why no consolidation should be ,made at present, is the _fa_ct
that the Democracy of our State .have been fearing that the present Admm1stration has l'I.Ot a friendly feeling toward the State Dem<4cracy, as witnessed by
the prolonged tenure of Republican officers in our State, while every effort to
get any Presidential appointments for Wyoming have so far failed, except in
case of collector of internal revenue for Wyoming and Colorado jointly, and
two Presidential post-offices. Now, imagine the effect if the land offices in
northeastern and northwestern Wyoming are abolished by this Administration
The election of two United States Senators will, I fear, be thus practically
given over to the Republicans.
Lastly. These landofficesare primarily for the convenience of settlers struggling under great difficulties to obtain homes and whose fands without irrigation are rarely worth more than the present cost of obtaining them under Government rules, and the offices are not, as I take it, established as a source of
revenue for the Government merely.
As soon as the people can be heard from in Wyoming, I believe they will almost unanimously, without regard to party lines, protest against-the removal of
the Lander and Sundance land offices.
They are not now dreaming that such a move has been contemplated. We appeal to you, therefore, knowing, as I do, that you are ever ready to protect the
interests of the interior settlements, that you prevent the removal or abandonment of said offices .
I have the honor to remain, very truly, yours,
·
HENRY A, COFFEEN,

The SECRETARY

.Member of Congress for Wyoming.
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